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REMARKS 

Claims M, 6*10, 12*15, 17-20 and 22 are pending in this application. The drawings have been 
objected to and claims 1,4 6 and 22 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, first and second 
paragraphs. Claims 12, 14-15 and 20 have been rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting. Claims 1 and 6-7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C § 102 as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 4,695,435— Spector. Claims 2 and 8-9 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. Publication No. 20040033 171— Kvietok et al, Claim 
3 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. Patent 
3,192,008-Dwyer, Claim 4 has teen rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103 as being obvious over Spector in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 4,707,338— Spector ("Spector '338"). Claim 10 has been rejected under 35 
U.S.CL § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. Publication No. 20040037764— -Gau et al 
Claims 12-13 and 17-19 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector m view 
of Kvietok et al. Claim 14 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in 
view of Kvietok et al and in further view of Dwyer. Claim 20 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as 
being obvious over Spector in view of Kvietok et al and in further view of U.S. Publication No. 
20040037764— Gau et al. Finally, claims 15 and 22 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
obvious over Spector in view of Kvietok et al and Dwyer and in further view of Spector '338. 

All these reasons for rejection are respectfully traversed. Upon entry of the amendments set forth 
above and for the reasons set forth below, it is respectfully submitted that all the pending claims in this 
application are now in a condition to be allowed. Review and reconsideration of this application are 
therefore respectfully requested, 

Drawing Objections 

The Office Action has objected to the drawings for having handwritten reference numerals. 
Submitted herewith are corrected drawing sheets. An annotated sheet illustrates where "124" has been 
changed to - 125 Entry into the application is respectfully requested. No new matter has been inserted. 

Specification Amendment 

Applicant has amended one paragraph of the specification to conform the drawing reference 
numerals to the drawing. No new matter has been inserted. Entry of this amendment is respectfully 
requested. 
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Claim Rejections 35 USC § 112 

aairas 1,4 6 and 22 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, first and second paragraphs. This 
reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. The Office Action points to the phrase "substantially 
different from" as being both unsupported in the specification and as being indefinite. 

Claim 1 is directed those embodiments of the present invention described in the specification in 
which a sensor is activated by a change in ambient light, thereby activating a fan for an indefinite period 
of time until an "off" signal is generated by another change in ambient light. The fan then continues to 
run for a predetermined period of time only after die "off signal is created. 

Claims 1 and 22 have been amended to recite that the photocell senses a "change" m the level of 
light, which is supported in the specification, for example at page 5, lines 6-16 ("...the fan 120 could 
ran. . .after the light source changes. . ."). 

Applicant respectfully submits that claims 1 and 22 now recite limitations that are both definite 
and fully supported by the disclosure of the application. Accordingly, these reasons for rejection should 
be withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections Doable Patenting 

Claim 12 has been provisionally rejected, and Claims 12, 14-15 and 20 have been rejected, under 
the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting. This reason for rejection is 
respectfully traversed. Applicant submits herewith a Terminal Disclaimer with regard to Applicant's co- 
pending Application No. 1 1/069,864. It is respectfully submitted that the Terminal Disclaimer is timely 
filed and obviates this reason for rejection. 

Chum Rejections 35 USC § 102(b) 

Claims 1 and 6-7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(b) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 4,695,435— Spector. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Applicant submits herewith a Declaration pursuant to 37 C.F.R. § 1.131 to remove Spector as a 
reference, Review of the Declaration and accompanying supporting documents, and entry into the record 
is respectfully requested. In view of Applicant's possession of the present invention at a time prior to the 
filing date of Spector, it is respectfully submitted that this reason for rejection should be withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections 35 USC § 103 

Claims 2 and 8-9 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Specter in 
view of U.S. Publication No. 20040033 1 7 l-Kvietok et al. This reason for rejection is respectfully 
traveled. Claims 2 and 8,9 depend from claim 1, which f or the reasons set forth above has been 
demonstrated to be patentable since Spector is no longer available as a reference. Therefore, claims that 
depend from this novel and non-obvious claim should also be found to be allowable over the asserted 
combination of references. 

Claim 3 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. 
Patent 3,192,008-Dwyer. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 3 depends from claim 
1 which has been demonstrated to be patentable since Spector is no longer available as a reference. 
Therefore, since claim 3 depends from a novel and non-obvious claim it should also be found to be 
allowable over the asserted combination of references. 

Claim 4 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. 
Patent No. 4,707,33 8-Spector ("Specter '338). This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 
4 depends from claim 1 which has been demonstrated to be patentable since Spector is no longer available 
as a reference. Therefore, since claim 4 depends from a novel and non-obvious claim it should also be 
found to be allowable, 

Claim 10 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of U.S. 
Publication No. 20040037764-Gau et al. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 10 
depends from claim 1 which has been demonstrated to be patentable since Spector is no longer available 
as a reference. Therefore, since claim 10 depends from a novel and non-obvious claim it should also be 
found to be allowable over foe asserted combination of references. 

Claims 12-13 and 17-19 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector 
in view of Kvietok et al. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. As set forth above with regard 
to claim 1, Spector is no longer available as a reference and it is respectfully submitted that this reason for 
rejection should be withdrawn. Claims 13 and 17-1 9 depend from claim 12. Therefore, since these claims 
depend from a novel and non-obvious claim they should also be found to be allowable over the asserted 
combination of references. 

Claim 14 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of 
Kvietok et al. and in further view of Dwyer. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 14 
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depends from claim 12, which for the reasons set forth above has been demonstrated to be patentable 
since Spector is no longer available as a reference. Therefore, since claim 14 depends from this novel and 
non-obvious claim should also be found to be allowable. 

Claim 20 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in view of 
Kvietok et al. and in further view of Gau et al. This reason for rejection is respectfully traversed. Claim 
20 depends from claim 12, which for the reasons set forth above has been demonstrated to be to be 
patentable since Spector is no longer available as a reference. Therefore, since claim 20 depends from this 
novel and non-obvious claim should also be found to be allowable. 

Claims IS and 22 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious over Spector in 
view of Kvietok et al. and Dwyer and in further view of Spector 33 8. This reason for rejection is 
respectfully traversed, Claim 15 and 22 depend from claim 12, which for the reasons set forth above has 
been demonstrated to be patentable since Spector is no longer available as a reference. Therefore, since 
claims 15 and 22 depend from this novel and non-obvious claim should also be found to be allowable. 

Summary 

None of the references properly of record, alone or in any permissible combination teach the 
combination of features recited in independent claims 1 and 12. Moreover none of these references 
suggest their combination or modification. For this additional reason, none of these claims nor any 
dependent claims would have been obvious. 
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Conclusion 

Far all these reasons, it is respectfully submitted that the present application, including the 
amendments set forth above and the additional materials submitted herewith, is now in a condition to be 
allowed. Notice to this effect is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Albert T.Keyack 
Reg. No. 32,906 



Attorney for Applicant 
(215) 738^5925 



Dated; December 23, 2005 



I, Albeit T. Kfiyack Rcgist^on No, 32,906 hereby certify that (his 
correspondence is bring transmitted via facsimile and/pr First Class mail 
with sufficient postage addressed to the C ondit ioner afPataits and 




Albert T, 
Re$ No, 32,906 
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